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Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed April 2"", 2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicant's arguments stating that, "Bedard clearly fails to teach or 
suggest adding a first category from the first set of categories to the second set 
of categories in response to tuning a device to a broadcasted program fitting into 
the first category a predetermined number of times" have been noted. However 
the arguments are found unpersuasive as Bedard discloses (See column 8, lines 
55-58) that, "the viewer profile is a compilation of the most recently viewed and 
most often viewed channels, programming categories, and programming 
subcategories for each viewer". Therefore, in maintaining the most frequently 
tuned to and most frequently viewed categories, the categories are added to the 
viewer profile. Furthermore, it is also noted that Bedard teaches that the viewer 
profile tracks the most often viewed channels, and therefore teaches the 

limitation of, "tuning a predetermined number of times, wherein the 

predetermined number of times is greater than 1". 

Matsumoto further provides evidence that it was well known in the art at 
the time of the invention to verify the inclusion of information in a viewer profile 
(see column 10, lines 15-18). The addition of Matsumoto is merely to address 
applicant's rebuttal to the Official Notice taken in the non-final action mailed 
January 2"^^, 2008. As such Matsumoto has been relied only to support the prior 
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common knowledge finding, and it does not result in a new issue or constitute a 
new ground of rejection. See IVIPEP § 2144.03 (D) 

For the reasons stated above, the rejection is maintained. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1, 5, 7, 11 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Bedard (US Pat. 5,801,747). 

With regards to claims 1 and 7, Bedard discloses a method comprising the 
steps of: 

Providing a first set of categories of broadcasted programs (EPG) (see 
column 3, lines 16-17) 

Providing a second set of categories of broadcasted programs (viewer 
profile array, see column 4, lines 27-37); 

Adding a first category from the first set (EPG) to the second set of categories of 
broadcasted programs in response to tuning a broadcasted program viewing 
device to a broadcasted program fitting into the first category of the first set of 
categories for a predetermined number of viewing times (viewing units), wherein 
the predetermined number of viewing times is greater than one (see column 4, 
lines 49-65, column 5, lines 6-10). 
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With furtlier regards to claim 7, Bedard teaches embodying the methods 
described above on a set top unit, implemented in software (see column 3, lines 
6-8, lines 57-62). Accordingly Bedard further reads on the limitations of 
"computer readable media storing instructions that when executed by a 
processor cause the processor to perform the method". 

With regards to claims 5 and 1 1 , Bedard discloses the step of tuning a 
broadcast program viewing device to a channel on which a broadcast 
predetermined to be in a second category from the second set is broadcasted 
currently (see column 7, lines 44-50), upon receiving a viewer initiated command 
with only one keypress of the remote control (see column 7, lines 47-55). 
Examiner further notes that there exist scenarios wherein the user can initiate 
such commands at a current time, when the program is expected to broadcast 
within a predetermined threshold of a current time. 

With regards to claim 19, Bedard discloses that the first and second sets 
are located in a set top box (see column 3 lines 16-17, column 4, lines 26-29) 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 2 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bedard in view of Ohkura (US Pat. 6,128,009). 

With regards to claims 2 and 8, Bedard discloses removing a second 
category (entry) to create room for the first category (See column 5, lines 20-26). 
Bedard is however silent on the step of removing a second category from the 
second set upon selecting the second category from the second set. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Ohkura discloses an EPG system wherein a 
category can be removed by selecting the category from a second set of 
registered programs of frequently viewed programs (see 24H figure 4 and 
column 28, lines 41-60). Ohkura is thus evidence to one of ordinary skill in the 
art for enabling removal of genre/category from a history list, when the viewer 
does not want that category to be considered for recommendations. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
system of Bedard in view of Ohkura's teachings by allowing a user to delete a 
category that user deems least relevant. 

6. Claims 3 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bedard in view of Mori (US PG Pub. 2004/0210932) 

With regards to claims 3 and 9, Bedard discloses the step of removing the 
least recently used second category from the second set (see column 5, lines 24- 
26) and therefore teaches removing the program predetermined to be in the 
second category from the second set that has not been tuned recently. Bedard 
is however silent on the step of removing when the program predetermined to be 
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in tlie second category from tlie second set lias not been tuned for a period of 
time at least equal to a first predetermined tliresliold. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Mori teaches an EPG system wherein the 
second set (104 Fig. 40 and favorite genre Fig. 41) upon a broadcasted program 
viewing device (107 Fig. 40) not being tuned for a period of time at least equal to 
a first predetermined threshold (i.e. the retention period, see [0328] lines 12-14). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Bedard to include an automatic category removal method as taught by Mori, for 
the purpose of automatically removing categories that were added by one time 
user who tuned to a program that the regular user would not normally view. 

7. Claims 4 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bedard in view of McClard (US Pat. 6,438,752) 

With regards to claims 4 and 10, Bedard discloses the step of tuning a 
broadcast program viewing device to a channel on which a broadcast 
predetermined to be in a second category from the second set is broadcasted 
currently (see column 7, lines 44-50). Bedard is however silent on the step of 
tuning when the program will be broadcasted within a predetermined threshold of 
current time. 



In an analogous art, McClard teaches an EPG system wherein the 
processor tunes a broadcasted program viewing device (40 Fig. 3) to a channel 
on which a broadcasted program predetermined to be in a category from the 
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second set will be broadcasted witliin a predetermined tliresliold of a current time 
(column 7, lines 8-21). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the system in view of McClard to configure the system to 
tune to a channel broadcasting a program that fits the user's interest without user 
intervention. 

8. Claims 6,12-14, 17 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Bedard in view of Ohkura (US Pat. 6,128,009) and Matsumoto 
et al. (US Pat. 6,301,577). 

With regards to claims 6 and 12, Bedard does not disclose the step of 
verifying the adding of the first category from the first set to the second set 
including receiving user input confirming the addition of the first category. 

Ohkura discloses a method of deleting from a second set, categories that 
user wishes to be excluded from registration (see column 28, lines 41-60). One 
of ordinary skill in the art can recognize that there are situations when a user 
does not want certain categories to be considered, it maybe bothersome for the 
viewer to manually search through the registration list for removal of the 
category. 

In a similar field of endeavor of generating recommendations according to 
^riisi.'">ioto discloses the Step "'^^ ^ \. . 
preference to ensure that recommendations are ^ >^^xs o ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ o 
feedback from the vie¥/er. See column 10, lines 15-18. Therefore, it would have 
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been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at tiie time of tlie invention to 
furtlier modify tlie system in view of Ohl<ura's and Matsumoto's teachings for 
excluding certain categories by receiving viewer input confirming the addition of 
the first category to the viewer profile. Such a modified system would ensure that 
profile information contains accurate information thereby relieving the user of the 
burden of having to delete features from history at a later time. 

With regards to claim 13, Bedard discloses a method comprising the steps 

of: 

Providing a first set of categories of broadcasted programs (EPG) (see 
column 3, lines 16-17) 

Providing a second set of categories of broadcasted programs (viewer 
profile array, see column 4, lines 27-37); 

Adding a first category from the first set (EPG) to the second set of 
categories of broadcasted programs in response to tuning a broadcasted 
program viewing device to a broadcasted program fitting into the first category of 
the first set of categories for a predetermined number of viewing times (viewing 
units), wherein the predetermined number of viewing times is greater than one 
(see column 4, lines 49-65, column 5, lines 6-10). 

Bedard does not disclose the step of verifying the adding of the first 
category from the first set to the second set including receiving user input 
approves the addition of the first category. 
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Ohkura discloses a metliod of deleting from a second set, categories that 
user wishes to be excluded from registration (see column 28, lines 41-60). One 
of ordinary skill in the art can recognize that there are situations when a user 
does not want certain categories to be considered, it maybe bothersome for the 
viewer to manually search through the registration list for removal of the 
category. 

In a simyar field of endeavor of generating recommendations according to 
user preferences, Matsumoto discloses the step of confirming an addition of 
preference to ensure that recommendations are based on "accurate and definite" 
\.^^v" -.v^v V ^v^Xv^ See column 10, lines 15-18. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the system in view of Ohkura's teachings for excluding certain categories 
by receiving viewer approval, confirming the addition of the first category to the 
viewer profile. Such a modified system would ensure that profile information 
contains accurate information thereby relieving the user of the burden of having 
to delete features from history at a later time. 

With regards to claim 14, the modified system of Bedard in view of Ohkura 
discloses removing a second category (entry) to create room for the first category 
(See Bedard: column 5, lines 20-26). Ohkura further discloses an EPG system 
wherein a category can be removed by selecting the category from a second set 
of registered programs of frequently viewed programs (see 24H figure 4 and 
column 28, lines 41-60) that a user no longer wishes to be registered. 
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With regards to claim 17, the modified system comprises the step of 
tuning a broadcast program viewing device to a channel on which a broadcast 
predetermined to be in a second category from the second set is broadcasted 
currently (see Bedard: column 7, lines 44-50), upon receiving a viewer initiated 
command with only one keypress of the remote control (see Bedard: column 7, 
lines 47-55). Examiner further notes that there exist scenarios wherein the user 
can initiate such commands at a current time, when the program is expected to 
broadcast within a predetermined threshold of a current time. 

With regards to claim 20, Bedard discloses that the first and second sets 
are located in a set top box (see column 3 lines 16-17, column 4, lines 26-29) 
9. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bedard 
in view of Ohkura, Matsumoto and Mori 

With regards to claim 15, the modified system of Bedard in view of Ohkura 
discloses the step of removing the least recently used second category from the 
second set (see Bedard: column 5, lines 24-26) and therefore teaches removing 
the program predetermined to be in the second category from the second set that 
has not been tuned recently. Bedard is however silent on the step of removing 
when the program predetermined to be in the second category from the second 
set has not been tuned for a period of time at least equal to a first predetermined 
threshold. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Mori teaches an EPG system wherein the 
second set (104 Fig. 40 and favorite genre Fig. 41) upon a broadcasted program 
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viewing device (1 07 Fig. 40) not being tuned for a period of time at least equal to 
a first predetermined threshold (i.e. the retention period, see [0328] lines 12-14). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to further 
modify the system to include an automatic category removal method as taught by 
Mori, for the purpose of automatically removing categories that were added by 
one time user who tuned to a program that the regular user would not normally 
view. 

10. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bedard 
in view of Ohkura, Matsumoto and McClard 

With regards to claim 16, the modified system of Bedard in view of Ohkura 
discloses the step of tuning a broadcast program viewing device to a channel on 
which a broadcast predetermined to be in a second category from the second set 
is broadcasted currently (see column 7, lines 44-50). Bedard is however silent on 
the step of tuning when the program will be broadcasted within a predetermined 
threshold of current time. 

In an analogous art, McClard teaches an EPG system wherein the 
processor tunes a broadcasted program viewing device (40 Fig. 3) to a channel 
on which a broadcasted program predetermined to be in a category from the 
second set will be broadcasted within a predetermined threshold of a current time 
(column 7, lines 8-21). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to further modify the system in view of McClard to configure the 
system to tune to a channel broadcasting a program that fits the user's interest 
without user intervention. 

Conclusion 

1 1 .THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to USHA RAMAN whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7380. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri: 9am-6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Christopher Kelley can be reached on (571 ) 272-7331 . 
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The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
Is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Annan Q Shang/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2623 

/Usha Raman/ 



